Following publication of our article [1] , we identified discrepancies between the pedigree shown in Figure 1 and the rest of the text. We modified the pedigree displayed in Figure 1 to respond to comments from the reviewers, but failed to update the figure legend, text, Figures 5 and 6 and  supplementary Table S2 for consistency with the revised pedigree shown in Figure 1 . These errors do not change the main findings and conclusions reported in our paper, but must be corrected for consistency of the pedigree with the rest of the data in the manuscript. The details of the errors are listed below:
(1) In the legend of Figure 1 , we referred to the affected family members shown in the pedigree as II:1, II:3 and II:4, respectively, as II:2, II:4 and II:6. In addition, an unaffected family member who underwent genetic testing shown in the pedigree as II:2 was erroneously described as II:3. We have modified the legend to Figure 1 , as well as the Materials and Methods description in Section 2, the Results in Section 3 including Table 1 Table S2 and Section 4, Discussion, to update the family members throughout the manuscript for consistency with the revised pedigree shown in Figure 1 . The revised legend of Figure 1 is shown with the figure below.
(2) We deleted a paragraph that had been duplicated in Section 3.3. The changes do not affect the scientific results. The manuscript will be updated and the original will remain online on the article webpage, with a reference to this Correction. 
